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= CITY¥ OF =

" MANCHESTER

statewid®@fansportation goals.

The Cities of Manchester and Tullahoma were jointly awarded one of the
22 grants from the CTBG program's 2018-2019 grant cycle. This report
documents the findings and recommendations of the Community
Mobility Plan.
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Section 1.0
Overview

The Citiesof Mancheger and Tullahomaare the two primary citiesin
Coffee Couny, Tennesee. Manchesger, with a 2018 popuation of 10,916,
is the county seatwhile Tullahona, with a 2018 popuation of 19,370, is the
cournty® largestcity. The citiesh close proximity to one anotter i they are
located appoximately 12 milesapart i creaesa natural interdependency
between the two. Residents andvisitors reguladly commtue from one city
to the other for employment, shoppirg, recreaion, andentertainment. The
citiesalso sharea Joint Indudrial Park, located alongState Route (SR)
55, whichis currently hometo four indudriesand135 employeeswith

appoximately 300 availableacresfor additional indudrial develop

A SR-55between Mancheger andT
A US-41 (SR-2) in Manchesg
A Old Mancheser/Tullg
A US-41A (SR-16) in

A SR-55/Wilson Avenuein

The Communty Mobility Plan wi t asa blueprint for multimodal mobility
and séety alongthese five corridorsandthe parallelandintersecting routes
thatsupport them. The planrecommendations will promate multimodal
sdety, provideneaded conrectionsto communty facilitiesandamenities,
andensure a coordinated appoach to meeting the trangortation neads of

the regions popuation andemployment growth.

2 | Citiesof Mancheger & Tullahona, TN



N20WOC

'
N

0

S A

S aVE0 s
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Section 2.0
Issues & Opportunites

The trangortation system in Mancheder and Tullahomais largdy centered aroundthe use of
the personalauomobile. Indeed, most residents use an auomobileto movewithin and between
the two cities. However, both citieshave a relatively compact developnent pattern, making
active trangortation, includingwalkingandbiking, a viablechoice for short trips to deginations

closeto home,work, or school. Improvingthe active trangortation nework while

communty. As such,the Communty Mobility Plan directly addre
andopportunities:

A. Considerthe sdetyandmobility needf all tr
modesandpeopledf all agesandabilities;

B. Enhanceandexpandwalkingandbikin
of newor improvedfacilities alongboth

E. Improvetranspor
Tullahoma, parig

Each of the issuesand8 ussed in gredaer detail below.

A. Consider All Tra® Modes and
Peopleof All Agesé& Abilities

The five study corridors form the fourdation of the joint trangortation system for Mancheder
andTullahorma, acoommodating throughtraffic andprovidingacessto key deginationsand
activity centers. As the communties continue to grow, seety and mobility alongthese corridors
will face additional challenges. Growth andincreasedl local traffic creae conflict between local
commuers andthroughtraffic, such as the heavy truck traffic that regulady travelsthrough
Tullahomao andfrom the Jack Danielsdistill ery in nearbyLynchburg. Furthermore, the high
traffic volumesand speals, combined with often-frequent driveway cuts, creae conflict points
between vehiclesandbicyclesandpededrians. Improvements are needed to ensure sefe and

efficient mobility for all users, includingthose who walk or bike.
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Section 2.0 | Issues& Opportunities

B. Enhance& ExpandWalking& Biking Facilities

Safe and conmfortablewalkingand biking facilitiesprovidea wide rangeof benefits

to individuals,their communties, andthe surroundingenvironment. From increased
property valuesto better healthoutcomes,active trangortation facilitiesare efficient
waysto increase the quality of life for residents andprovidea more attractive degination
for visitors. While both Mancheger and Tullahomacurrently have both bicycle and
pededrian facilities,these tend to be isolated facilities,fragmented by network gaps and
served by unsde street crossings. These issuescreae barriers to existing and potential
users, disamuraging active trangortation for short trips.

C. Targetimprovementsin Grgyvth Areas

Both cities have a shared smalltown, rural hi s they attract newresidents and

jobs, the trangortation infrastructure is te to acoommodate the additional
residential developnent or ag hapel Road in
Mancheger and Cedar Lanein

vity centers” However, conditionsat intersectionsservingthese areas

articulany during peakhous. For bicyclistsandpededrians,conditions

E. ImproveConnectons Between
Manchestr & Tullahoma

Both SR-55 andOld Manchesger/ TullahomaHighway providethe primary connections
between Mancheger and Tullahonma. Ensuring the sde and efficient movement of
vehicleson these roadsis paramountto both communties. Additionally, in recent

yeas members of the communty have advocated for a stronger bicycle and pedegrian
conrection between the two cities,which would provide better multimodal connectivity
aswell asan idealroute for recredional use.
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Section 3.0
Evaluation of Existing
Conditions& Futue Neas

Existing conditions alongthe five corridors were evaluated to determine the multimodal
solutions that would most effectively address the issuesandopportunitiesdiscussed in
Section 2.0.

Public Participation

Two roundsof publicworkshops were held concurently with key pj t milestones
to solicit feedback from local residents. The workshopswere

survey andinteractive mgp. The firstroundof outreach consist

A May 14, 2019, DW. WilsonCommunty Center i Tull

A May 16, 2019, Mancheser City Hall i Mancheger.

This roundof workshops focused on edabl s ison for mobility along

regarding communty goNgor the mok study. Focusing walkingandbiking

conrectionson local streets's deginations andemphaszing improved
conrections alongmajorstreets ighwayswere identifi ed as fiMore Importart. o
Table3-2 showsthe preferred typesof improvements regondents identifi ed. Sidewalks,
separated bike lanesandgreenwegys were the most preferred walking, bicycling, and
trail facility typesor improvements. Mix ed-usedevelopnent andacessmaragement

were identifi ed as preferred complementary development strategies.

Participants were also encouraged to identify specific improvement suggesions in an
interactive mappingexercise. Figures3-1 and3-2 show the improvement suggesions
provided for Mancheder andTullahomna, regectively.

A final public workshopon August27, 2019, presented the study®s
draft recommendations.
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Table3-1. Corridor Goals

Section 3.0 | Evaluation of Existing Condtions & Future Needs

More Important Less Important

Goals/Objectives Total Percentage Total Percentage
Ensuethat trangortation improvemerts
considerthe nealsof al travel modes 21 47% 4 9%
andpeople of al agesandabilities
Targettrangortation improvemersin areas

h h : ) } 23 6 14%
experiencingresidenia andcommercia growth
Improvetrangortation conrections
betweenMancheserandTullahoma, 14 20% 23 50%
egpecialy for pedestriansandbicyclists
Emphqsze walking an_d bikingimprovemerns a1 2506 5 10%
on major streets andhighways
Focus walking and bicycling connections
on local streets between neighborhoods, 31 23% 5 11%
schools, patksandcommercia areas

Table3-2. Preferred Improvements

% of
Total Category

38 58%
16 25%

Walking
10 15%
1
epaated Bik nes 24
53% Buffered Bike Lanes 12 27%

Bicycling
Bike Lanes 7 16%
Bike Boulevards 2 4%
Greenways 20 40%
Sidemths 18 36% Public Plazas

Trails

andSquaes 9 18% Trailheads

6% Mixed Use Development

Managing Driveway Access

Development Building Setbacks

Strategies

Parking Behindor On Side

3
19 37%
17 33%
8 16%
7 14%
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Figure 3-2. Interactve Map Comments- Tullahoma
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